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LETTER 


From a MINISTER 
Of the 4 26 


Church of England 


Mr. PETER pol 


A Diſſenting Teacher of the Previyterian 
or elle e * 


SIR, 


F OU know chat 2 Miniſter of God's Word ir fie 
- quently compared in the Holy Scriptures. to a 
Paſior or Shepherd. And agreeable to this Com- 
=, pariſon, as it is the Care and Concern of every 
Good Common Shepherd not only to Feed His Flock, but 
alſo to Seek and Bring back, Such of his Sheep as happen to 
20 aſtray, and withall to Keep off and Finder any Beaſt of 
Prey from: Hurting and Devouring Any of his Sheep; ſo un 
like manner it is the Care and Concern of every Good = 
ritual Shepherd, not only to Feed his People with who 

ſome Iaitrofions, but alſo to Seek and Bring back into the 

A 2 


way 
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— 1 n 


* 
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way of Tr«hſach among them as are ſo unhappy as to 
have Erred from it, and withall to Keep off and Finder any 
Falſe Teacher from ſeducing or miſleading Any of his People, 
and thereby endamaging their Spiricual Welfare: on ac- 
count of which Fatal Damage, ſuch Falſe Teachers are 
(you —_ compared in Scripture to no other than 
Grievous and Revenous Wolves, Ats 20. 29. Mat. 7. 15. 

This the Indiſpenſable Duty of every Faithfull 
Paſtor and Miniſter, tis (by the Grace of God) my ſin- 
ccre deſire and earneſt endeavour to diſcharge this Duty 
to the utmoſt of my Power, in reference to each of is 
three ſeveral Branches above -· mentioned. 

As to the Firſt Branch, 'tis my care and endeavour ( as 
by other means and at other times, ſo more eſpecially ) in 
my Weekly Sermons to Inſtruct my Congregation, after 
the moſt plain and Ediſying manner, in All that is required 
of a Chriftian to Believe and Practice; and after the Exam- 
wg of St. Paul (_As 20. 20.) to keep back Nothing that may 

| umo them. To this end, it being (by reaſon 
of many Petnicious Errors ſpread and entertained, and of 
many Sinfull Diviſions thereupon made in this Kingdom 
from it's, truly Apoſtolical and Eftabltiſhed Church) be- 


come highty Profitable to the People of this Kingdom to be Duely 
inſtructed in e 


imo any ſuch Perniciows Errors and Sinfull Druifions: T have 
therefore made it one Principal part of my Care, to Set 
forth and Explain to my Congregation the great and in- 
diſpenſable Obligation they lie under, 10 Keep Cloſe io the 
Commuchion' jof the truly Apoſtolical Church by God's Bleſiing 
Eſtabliſhed among us; and to Obſerve All it's Rites and Cere- 


monier, as being injoyned by Ar Authority, and 
of Religion. And 1 


excellently-Conducive to the e 
cannot mention this without, — my Unſeigned 
Thanks to God, that He has been pleaſed of his Mercy to 
Bleſs my endeavours herein with ſo Good Succeſs, as that 
my Congregation is already become in a very conſiderable 
meaſure Religiouſly Conformable to the Rules of our Church. 
Whether my Endeavours to diſcharge the other two 
Branches above-mentioned of my Paſtoral Office may be 
we - Aft 
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To a Diſſenting Teacher. 5 
attended with the like Good Succeſs , tho” it js what I 
cannot be aſſured of aforchand, yet thus much I am cer- 
tainly aſſured of, that, let the Succeſs prove what it will, 
I am bound to Diſcharge my Duty in each Particular. 
And therefore 
In order to Diſcharge the Second Branch above-men- 
tioned of my Paſtoral: Office, I have lately drawn up a 
Letter to Such of my Panſh, as are ſo Unhappy as to be 
Seduced from the Communion of our Church; wherein 
I have endeavoured to Convince them of the Great Sin 
they lie under by ſuch a Separttion, and of the Weakneſs 
and Inſufficiency of the Arguments made uſe of to Juſtifie 


their Practice. The Motives whereby I was induced to 


Apply my ſelf to my Diſſenting Pariſhioners by way 'of 
Letter, were chiefly the many and great Inconveniences, 
that uſually attend Oral Diſcourſes; and the ſame Motives 
have likewiſe induced me to follow the ſame method in 
this Application of my ſelf now to you; in reference to 
which I ſhall only obſerve here in general, that : 
The Deſign of this Preſent Letter is to Diſcharge the 
Laſt Branch above-mentioned of my Paſtoral Office: to 
which end I beg leave to lay before Yon ſome ſew Cha- 
raters or Marks of a Falſe Teacher or Miniſter, namely ſuch 
as I judge moſt Pertinent and Proper to Undeceive both 
You and your Followers, and thereby to draw Yon off 
from any longer miſguiding Others, and Others ( particu- 
larly ſuch as are of my Own Pariſh, and for whom there- 
fore I have a more Immediate Concern ) from being any 
longer miſguided by You, or any other Teacher of your 
Principles or Perſwaſion. * 
Having thus Premiſed what I thought fir ( by way oſ 
Introduction or Preſace ) to acquaint you with, concerti- 
ing the Weighty Occation and Good Intention of this 
Letter: I proceed now to that which is to be the Subject 
matter of it, viz. thoſe Chatacters or Marks of a Fal 
Teacher or Miniſter, which ſeem moſt Pertinent and Proper 
© Convince You and your Followers both of-your and 
their moſt Vahappy State and Condition. ; 


A3 Fal. 


I A Letter from a Miniſter 
A Falſe Teacher then is to be diſtinguiſhed and known 
by the Falſeneſs of his Doftrines, and allo by the Falſeneſs of 
his Miſſion. Either of theſe Singly is ſufficient to deno- 
minate Him, that is Faulty therein, to be a Falſe Teacher, 
Hie that propagates Falſe Principles or Doctrines, thereby 
Alone becomes a Falſe Teacher, though he may be Truly 
Sent to Teach: and on the other hand he that takes upon 
Kim to Teach, having no other than a Falſe Miſſion, 
thereby Alone becomes a Falſe Teacher, though what he 
. Teaches may be very True and Orthodox. Wherefore He 
that not only takes upon him to Teach by a Falſe Mif- 
fron, but alſo Teaches Falſe Doctrines, becomes a Falſe 
Teacher on a Double account, and ſo in a Higher degree. 
Whether this Laſt caſe, tho' very ſad and deplorable, be 
not your Own, I deſire you ſeriouſly to confider and Exa- 
mine by the Following Particulars; which I ſhall reduce 
under two General Heads, accordingly as they relate to 
the two General Marks above-mentioned, whereby a Falſe 
Teacher or Miniſter is to be diſtinguiſhed and known. 


L 


To begin then with what relates to the Firſt General 
Character ar Mark of a Falſe Teacher, viz. Falſeneſi of Do- 
Hrine, That he that propagates or teaches Falſe Princi- 
ples or Dofrimes, do's thereby become a Falſe Teacher, is 
2 Truth which carries along with it ſuch clearneſs of Evi- 
dence, as neither to need nor admit of any clearer proof. 
Tis likewiſe very obvious, that by Falſe Principles or Do- 
frines are throughout this whole Letter to be underſtood 
duch, as are contrary to what is ſet forth unto us in Holy 
Writ for our Direction or Imitation. 

What more particularly deſerves Notice and Obſerva- 
tion is, that a man may be juſtly ſaid to Teach and Propa- 
gate Falſe Principles and Doctrine, not only by Teaching 
them Profeſſedly and Openly in the Publick Aſſembly of his 
Followers, but alſo by any other method whatſoever , made 
uſe of by him to Intimate or make Known to his Followers, 
that he Approves of ſuch their Principles and Practices. 


And 


ther Fell on his Face, and that on the 


Prayed, Aacti 21.5. Since then tis thus evident from the 
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And in this Latitude I am frequently to be underſtood, 
where for Brevity's ſake I expteſily make uſe of only the 


word [ Teach] 


Paving thus cleared the way, I proceed to lay before 
you ſeveral Inſtances of Falſe Principles and Doftrines , 
whereby the Falſe Teachers of theſe times ſeduce and miſ- 
guide the People of this Kingdom. Thus 4 


1. We read Zuke 22. 41. that our Saviour being about 
to Pray, Kneeled down (and as if this was not a Poſture 
Humble enough on ſo extraordinary an occaſion, he far- 
Ground , Mat. 
26. 39. Mar. 14. 35.) and then Prayed. In like manner 
the Firſt Martyr Stephen , when he was juſt going to be 
put to death, Rneeled down, and then Prayed for his Mur- 
derers, As 7.60. So Peter Kneeled down and Prayed, Accs 
9. 40. So Paw! Kneeled down and Prayed, Act 20.36. Nay, 
not Paul only, but All the reſt of the company with him 


Kneeled down, though it was on the bare ſhore, they 


example of our Saviour himſelf, and the Protomartyr S- 
phen, and the two great Apoſtles Peter and Paul, &c. that 
Kneeling 1s a very ſuitable and proper poſture for Prayer 
do's it not hence manifeſtly follow, that whoſoever ſhall 
teach that Kneeling is not a Poſture very Suitable or Proper 
for Prayer, bit a piece of Superſtition, He is juſtly to be con- 
demned as a Falſe Teacher? | 


2, Not to mention Fs VI of Prayer (or the like) 
preſcribed by God himſelf in the Old Teſtament, tis evi- 
dent from the New Teſtament, that our Saviour compoſed 
and taught his Diſciples a Prayer, to be uſed not only as 
a Pattern, but alſo as a Conſtant ſtanding Form to the World's 
End. For our Saviour's words to his Diſciple are Mas. 
6. 9. Therefore Pray ye OuTw; Thus or So, Our Father, Ot, 
and Zuke 11. 2. When ye Pray, ſay (what? why this v 
Form,) Our Father, &. And. that it was our Sayiour's 
delign, that this Form ſhould be uſed as long as Chriſtia- 
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nity it ſelf laſted in this World, is plain from his Limiting 


no 


# - 


time, aſter which the Ule of this Prayer ſhould ceale 
and be no longer requiſite; but on the contrary exprefling 
himſelf Indefmiteiy and without any Limitation. Thus Luke 
In When, i. e. Vhenſoever (for the Greek word is the 
Indeſinite Particle ow mhenſoever, or in whatever Period of 
Time of, Age, of the World ) ye Pray, ſay, Our Father, e. 
And in like manner, ſince the Reaſon mentioned by St. 


Aſahem ( chap. 6. 7,8) why our Saviour taught his Di- 


ſciples this Form, is ſuch as will hold good to the end of | 


the; World; doth it not thence rationally follow, that 
the Ute of the Lord's Prayer injoyned for that Realon is 
allo to hold good to the World's end | | 
Again, that our Saviour thought Forms of Prayer very 
Allowable and moſt highly Acceptable to God, is evident 


from hi own Example in the Garden. Where as we read | 


that he Praycd iſree times. that the Cup might paſs from 
him, ſo we read likewiſe that he Prayed ' Saying the ſame 
words, . Mat. 26. 44. Mar. 14. 39. Now if the Extraordi- 
naty occalion, on which our Lord then Prayed, be con- 
ſideted, tis vety rational to ſuppoſe, that had our Lord 
known, Nm or Extemport Prayers to be more Acceptable to 
bis, Father, than the ſame Prayer once or more Repeated, he 
would not have failed each time to have made uſe of a 
New Extempore Prayer, that io his Prayer (being on ſuch 
account more Acceptable to God). might alio be the more 
Effectual to his obtaining what he 10 Earneſtly deſired. 
Whercfore on the contrary, ſince ont Lord did not each 
time make uſe of a New Extggnpore Prayer, but contented 
himſelf to Repeat the ſame Prayer; it manifeſtly follows 
that our Lord well knew, that his Prayer would be never 
the leſs Acceptable to his Father, tho' it was no other but 
the ſame Repeated; and that New or Extempore Prayers 
are not in any reſpect more Acceptable to God than ſay- 
ing the Same Prayer Again and Again. Nay, if a com- 
patiſon is to be made, it may be fairly inferr'd, that our 
Lord looked upon a Sound Form of Prayer, how oft ſo- 
ever Reprated, more Acceptable to God than New Ex- 
tempore Prayers; for as much as he chole rather to Repeat 

| the 
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ze Same Prayer ſeveral times, than to make each time a 
ew Extempore Prayer ( tho' he was the Beſt Able to do 
of All men, that ever were or ſhall be) and that upon 
he moſt Extraordinary and Preſſing occaſion. 
deſire therefore that it may be moſt ſeriouſly and im- 
artially conſidered , whether from what has been ſaid in 
ie two foregoing Paragraphs it do's not evidently follow 
hat Whoſoever Teaches, that Uſing Forms of Prayer is not 
oft bighly Acceptable to God, or Leſs Acceptable than, or 
2 Acceptable as, New or Extempore Prayers, do's 
not thereby teach what is manifeſtly Repugnant both to 
he Directions of our Saviour to his Diſciples, and alſo 
o our Saviour's Own Practice, and dos not thereby 
aſtiy fall under the Cenſure of a Falſe Teacher ? 


2. Our Saviour's Behaviour in the Garden affords us 
Another Particular very Pertinent to our Purpoſe. For 


Ws the occaſion, on which our Saviour there Prayed, was 


as has been already obſerved ) moſt Extraordinary and 
rgentz ſo Reaſon would have calily ſuggeſted to us, 
had Revelation been wholly ſilent in the matter) that 


Jour Saviour on ſuch an Extraordinary Occaſion Prayed 


likewiſe with an Extraordinary Earneſtneſs or Ferrency of 
Devotion. But there is no need to have Recourſe to Rea- 
ſon on this account, ſince St. Luke expreſsly tells us, Chap. 
22.v. 44. that Chriſt being in an Agony Prayed more 
ly, that is, more Earneſtly than on other Ordinary Oc- 
caſions. Since then our Saviour Prayed Saying the Same 
worde, or (which comes to the Same) uſed a Form of 
Prayer, at that very time when he Prayed more Earneftly, 
than eren He himſelf was wont to Pray at other ordinary 
umes, and conſequently with the greateſt Earneſtneſs Man 
is capable of, is it not a natural conſequence, that in the 
eſteem of our Bleſſed Saviour, Forms of Prayer are no Letts 
or Hindrances to Earneſtneſs or Fervency of Devotion, bat 
rather Helps to the Same > Wherefore it ought to be well 
conſidered, whether he that Teaches, that Forms of Prayer 
are Leits and Flindrances ts Earneſineſs of Prayer, or not ſo 
condicive to Promote Earneſineſs gr Fervency of ms 
ca 
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New or Extempore Prayers; do's not thereby Teach, why 
is manifeſtly repugnant to the Jud and Practice d 
our Saviour himſelf, and conſequently doth ng 
thereby deſerve to be accounted a Falſe Teacher. 


4- Our Saviour exprefsly aſſures us 34. that Gy 
gave not the Spirit by meaſure uno z lber Ie He hat 
the Spirit in an Unlimited manner, and therefore in: 
manner Infinitely Above what any other man ever had « 
lhall have the Spirit in. But now our Saviour, though 
thus filled with the Spirit, yet prayed even in his greaich 
Extremity Saying the ſame words ſeveral times ( Mat. 26. 4 
Mar. 14. 39.) or by Form. Tis therefore Manifeſt, that: 
Miniſter or any other Perſon may Pray by Form, and not 
withſtanding be indued with as Great a meaſure of tꝭ Wil and 
Spirit as any mere man is capable of. Wherefore it de. 1s th 
. ſerves conlideration, whether he that Teaches, that T Pra 
by Form is a Quenching of the Spirit, or is a Sign that he tha 
fo Prays by Form, is not with the Spirit as much 4 
Amy other that Prays without Form; do's not thereby Teach 
what is manifeſtly Inconſiſtent with this inſtance of our 
Saviour's Example, and conſequently is not juſtly to be 
ranked among the Number of Falſe Teachers. 


5. To the foregoing Inſtances drawn either from the 
Directions or from the Practice of our Saviour himſelf, 
Jet us add that ſtanding Rule delivered by the Preacher 
Eccleſ. 5.2. Be not raſh with thy Mouth, and let not thy Heart 
be Haſty to utter any thing before God, c. But now ſurely 
it muſt be granted, that he that Prays by Form, is much 
more Secured from tranſgreſſing this Rule, than he that 
Prays without Form, even ſuppoling he doth uſe ſome 


he that Prays without Form or Any Premeditation at All. 
For as much as he that Prays by Form, may thoroughly 
Weigh aforchand what he is to Utter in his Prayer, and 
fo may be Sure to uſe no Expreſſion or Single Word, that 
may be ſtiled Ræſb or Haſty or any other way Undecent: 
whereas he that Prays without Form, though he may * 
"Sa b 


2 
2 
General Premeditation ; and ſtill much more Secured, than l 
1 
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uſe of ſome general Premeditation beforchand, yet cannot 
thereby be ſufficiently ſecured from any Accident fo diſtarb- 
ing him, as to make him let fall Raſh or Haſty Words or 
Expreſſions: and he that Prays without both Form and 
Premeditation, is ſtill more expoſed to fall into Raſhneſs 
or Haſtineſs of Words and Expreflions. The plain con- 
ſequence of All which is this; that he that Prays by Form 
do's thereby Pray in ſuch a manner, as enables him to 
Pray more Apreeable to the Rule above-mentioned, than - 
he that Prays without Form and Extempore. Whoſoever 
therefore Teaches t 1 3 „That 7 without Form 
and Extempore is to err d to Praying by Form, as bei 

more Areeable to the 2 of God : "doth he not ear. 


0. Teach what is Inconſiſtent with the afore-mentioned Rule, 

tie and ſo Repugnant to the Revealed Will of God, which 
de. is the only ſure Standard we are to go by; and therefore 
2 onght not Such an One to conſider, how he can avoid 
che Imputation of a Falſe Teacher | 
4 

ch 6. To the foregoing Inſtances relating to Praying by 
ur Form or without Form, I ſhall next add an Inſtance in 
be relation to Preaching by Book or Withoue Book To which 


purpoſe conſult Jer. 36. 4, 5, 6, &c. Baruch wrote from the 
Mouth of Jeremiah all the words of the Lord, c. The Infe- 
rence I make from hence is this, viz, that the Wiſdom 
of God judged it Equally Efficacious to declare his Will 
by reading it Out of a Book, as to declare it by Word 
of Month ; which being put into the Preſent way of Speak- 
Ing is as mnch as to 55 that the Wiſdom of God judges 
it Equally Edifying to Read a Sermon or Preach within Book, 
as to Preach 2 Book. For tis evident from Verſ. 3. 
and 7. that the Divine Goodneſs was Delirous to bring 
the Jews to a ſincere and timely Repentance; and there- 
fore 'tis but rational to ſuppoſe that the Divine Good- 
neſs was willing to make uſe of the moſt Efficacious or: 
dinary method to this great end and purpoſe. Wherefore 
had the Divine Wiſdom known that Delivering his Will 
by Word of Mouth or Preaching without Book is a mes 
thod much more Efficacious and Edifying , than Deliver- 
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ing his Will or Preaching within Book: tis not to h 
ſuppoſed , but that the Providence of God either wou 
Have fo ordered matters, as that the Prophet. Feremiah hin, 
ſelf ſhould have delivered his meſſage by Word of mouth 
or elſe would have ordered and enabled Baruch to have j 
Delivered it, and not to have Read it Out of a Bock 
Wherefore whoſoever Teaches, that Preaching within Bu 
is of it 4471 Eff ĩcacious or Edifying than Preaching wii N 
Book : doth he not Teach thereby what is very Unwa: ' 
rantable and Diſagreeable to the method of Divine Good. 
nefs in making Known frequently his Will unto Men! 
and therefore doth it not ä ſuch an One to cby 
ſider, how he can acquit himſelf from the Charge of: 
Falſe Teacher 2 | | | 
I might add ſome more Arguments to prove the Foll 
and Falleneſs of ſuch an Aſſertion or Doctrine, but ſhall 
forbear mentioning ſuch of them here, as I have take 
notice of in my Letter to a Diſſenting Pariſhioner, (p 39) 
to which therefore I refer you for them; and ſhall only 
ſubjoyn here Two Conſiderations, one in reference tof 
Prayer, the other to Preaching, which though not drawn 
from Scripture, yet ought to be of Great Moment 
Weight with Diſſenters (if they would Act ſteadily to any 
fort of Principles) to convince them of the Vrong Eſteen 
they have for Praying without Form & Preaching without Book, 
In reference then to Praying withou Form or Extempon, 
I deſire it may be conſider d, by whom this way of Pray- 
ing was at Firſt introduced among us; that it was one 
(a) Commin a Popiſn Fryar, who in the Ninth of Queen 
abeth (in order to draw off the People from our 
Church, and fo to further the ends of Popery) began to 
make uſe of the Artifice of Praying Extempore, which he 
did ſo Dexterouſly , and with ſuck an outward ſeeming {MI F, 
Ferronr, that he thereby deluded Many fo far, as to draw U 
them off from our Communion, and was amply Rewarded 7 
for it by the Pope of Rome. After him one (b) Thomas Heath 
a Jeſuite followed the fame Crafty » crying out b 


3 See Foxes and Firebrands, page 7, Kc. b See the Same, p. 17. / 
: againſt 
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0 þ inſt our Liturgy or Common Prayer, and crying up 

ou piritoal or Extewpore Prayers, and declaring upon Exa- 

hin ninstion, that (4) he had been fix years in England, labourimg 

auh refine the Proreftanes, and to take off all Smacks of Geremenies, 

re end to make the Church Purer. Whence by the way the 
WDifenters may learn, that their Pleas Again#? our Commen 

her and Ceremonies, and For their Extempore Prayers and 

eue . of no better than Popiſh In- 

nion, and fuch as were put into their Mouths by the 

Popiſh Emiſtaries or Prieſts. F % ory ee 

In reference to Preaching without Book,, tis notoriouſly 

known to All that have any tolerable Knowledge of the 

Papiſts , that tis the Practice alſo of the Popi/h — 

Preach without Book, , inſomuch that Preaching within 

1s (very ſeldom or) never uſed by them. Wherefore 

The Inference to be deduced from the two foregoing 

Paragraphs is this: That, ſince tis a received Principle 

among the Difſenters, that is not Expedient or Good to m- 

bolize or Agree with the Papiſts in things belonging to Divine 

Worſhip ; it clearly follows from this their Own Principle 

that they ought not to have {o great an Eſteem either for 


Extempore Prayer or n Book, ſince they 


are no other than what have or ate Practiſed by the 
Popiſh Priefis themſelves : but on the contrary the Diſ- 
ſenters ought to Diſlile their own Teachers for thus Aree- 
ing th the Popiſh Prieſts, and to Like the Minifters of the 
ch of England for Diſagreeing with the ſaid Popiſh Priefts 
in the ſaid Particulars: Whereas the Diſſenters acting in 
theſe caſes directly Contrary to their Own Principles 
above mentioned, tis manifeſt, that they are not ſteadily - 
guided or governed by any Well-grounded or Firm Prin- 
ciples, but act By or Againft the very Same Principle, as 
Fancy, Humour, Perverſneſs', Intereſt, or ſome ſuch like 
Unwarrantable Motive do's happen to "induce them. For 
otherwiſe how is it to be Accounted for, why the DiF- 
ters ſhould make ſuck an Outciy Againſt tbe Sp 
1 43 n 1 41 | . ef 
« See more in the Preface to the Treatiſe Encitled, The Uebe. 
ſenablcreſ of Separation, beginning at page 17. FEY 2 
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and other Ceremonies. of our Church, only becauſe . 
Agree therein with the Papiſts; and at the ſame time cry i" 
Up ſo. much Extempore Prayer and Preaching without Book uſed 

in their Meetings, when therein They Agree likewiſe with 
2 Feli, or die Wan ſuch Artifices from the Ppiſts. 


1 the. 1. Corinch. chap. 3. 3, 18,21. and 
— 4.6, 7, &c. that tis Unwarrantable, either on one 
hand for Common Chriftians to be Puſſed up One Mi- 
niſter againf# Another, or on the other wy r any Mi- 
niſter-to Copnrenance or Give way to. Others being thu 
Pufjed up for Him; though it be on account of ſome Red 
Extraordmary Gift of the Spirit, wherewith He may be real- 
ly endued and therein excell Another; and cho the Di 
viſion made thereupon do's not not proceed ſo far, as to an 
Adtual and Open Separation in reſpect of Church-Commu- 
nion. Doth it not then clearly ſollow ſrom hence, that 
tis much more Unwarramable for the Common Diſſenters 0 bs 
pufjed up for their. Teachers againſt their Pariſh- Miniſters , a 
for the Difienting Teachers to Countenance and Grove way to their 
Followers being thus puſſed up for them, and that ſo far as 1 
Canſe or at leaſt, Help/19' promote and-carry om an Open Sepa- 
ration, even ſuppoling the Diſſenting Teachers were Really 
endued with 25 Spiritual Gifts, which our Pariſh-Miniſters 
were not with? And therefore ſtill how much more 
Unwarraxtable are ſuch Practices of the Diſſenting both 
Teachers and Followers, when they are on account Net 
any Real Spiritual Gifts, wherein the Diſſenting Teachers 
truly excell the Parochial Miniſters, but only on accouns 
of ſows Imaginary. Gifs or Qualifications erronemſly looked 
eh 2 nnr 
lowing Conſiderations: 

Firſt, — nothing can be truly eſteemed as a Certain 
and Infallible — .of any Spiritual Gift, which may 
be performed by mere Natural Abilities: But now thoſe 
Effects, whereby the Diſſenters pretend to prove, that their 
Teachers are Spiritually Gifted, may be very eaſily pet- 
formed by no other than Natural Endowments. For let 
it be — whether a man may not — 


43. 


To a Diſienting Teacher. Iy 
ted or qualified to Pray Extempore or without Form, 
nd to Preach without Book, if he has but theſe three 
zalifications, a Good Memory, a Good Aſſurance, and 
oderate Induſtry. But now may not a man be endued 
ich All theſe, and yet be very far from Spiritually 
— Nay, (not to obſerve, that ſuch as fall ſhore of 
mon Reaſon, yet are frequently found to have very 
J Memories; ; and ſuch as want Common Honeſty, 
frequently found to have the Largeſt ſhare of Aſſu- 
ance) tis undeniable, that All the three fore-mentioned 
alifications are Equally Common to Infidels and Hea- 
= as well as Chriſtians; which ſurely is a Suſſicient 
roof, that they are to be by no means looked upon as 
Spiritual Gifts. Whence it follows that a man may be 
voy Expert Anith as Projing Extempore or withaut ' Form, 
ee and yet be vey far frow wy 


Gified. 

2 # Praying Extempote or without Form, and 
without Book, be Certain Eſſects and fo In- 
flllible Tokens of being * Gifted ; then the Diſ- 
enters muſt Allow, that t Priefts ate Spiritually 
e for as much as the Former 
er as Gor ci es Cot as the om 
Whence follows One of 
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trary to Truth, and to the ſore · cited Directions of St. pa; 


and therefore do's but give too juſt Occalion to be loo 
upon as a Falſe Teacher? K. 


8. That it is our Bonnden Duty on one hand to Retwn 
Solemn and Publick Thanks to Almighty God for any Grez 
or Publick Bleſſing vouchſaſed unto us, and on the othe 
hand to humble our ſelves by -Publick Faſting on accoun 
of our National Sins againſt God; is a Truth conf 
and enforced by Divine Revelation, and ( as may be re; 
ſonably ſuppoſed ) acknowledged in general by your ſel 
Sir, and your Followers. For it way be reaſonably ſu 
poſed; that upon this Principle it is, that You and you 
Followers Religiouſly obſerve the Fifth of November, and 
the Thankſgiving-days and Faſt-days that have been 
late years appointed in Relation to the War againſt th 
Common Enemy. And indeed fo far you do Very uf 
and what is your Zowiden'Duty : but then it is much uf 
be wondered at, why the ſame Principle ſhould not cat 
vou ſurther, and engage you to a Religious ob 
ſervance of the other Thankſgiving · days and Faſt-days, tha 
are appointed to be kept on the like Religious account, 
and by the Same (if not Greater) Authority: why-i 
ſhould not Eqvally oblige you to obſerve the g of J 
nuary, or twenty Ninth of May; ſince the Murder of King 
Charles I. and the Subverſion of the Regal Government 
and Apoſtolical Church then 'Eſtabliſhed, is ſutely to be 
Deplored as a moſt Heinous Sin; and ſince the Reftar- 
ration of the Regal Family and Government; together 
with the Apoſtolical Form of Church- Government, is 


ſurely to be ackn 'as a very Signal Mercy and 10 
Blefling by All Such, as are not pr and inveterate en 
Enemies to Monarchy and the Preſent Eſtabliſhment boch «: 
in Church and State at 
Again, how comes it to \paſs that the fame Principle fe 


doth not Zqually oblige you to the Religiom obſervance c 
of the other Seared Faſts of our Church —4 account of out 
Sim, and of thoſe Feſtvals appointed in reſerence to the 
ſeveral Signal Circuinſtances of our Redemption &c · For 

k. £2 15 


* NAR FART 


To a Dijſſeuting Teacher. 17 


da ot the Birth of Chriſt, his Circumciſion, his Mani- 


ſeſtation to the Gentiles, his Preſentation in the Temple, 
his Cracifixion, Reſurreftion, and Aſcenſion &c. to be 
eſteemed as Great Bleſſings as thoſe commemorated on the 
Fifth of November, or the other occafional 1 
ing days yearly appointed? Are not the Spiritual Blefiings 
we have received by means of the Apoſtles and Evan- 
geliſts &c. no leſs Valuable, than any Bleſſings we can 
receive by the Succeſs of our Arms? And if fo, how can 
you poſſibly account for your Refuſing to obſerve the 
Holy-days of our Church, appointed to be obſerved only 
by way of Thankggrving for the Spiritual Mercies and Bleſs- 
ings Vouchſaſed to the World either by our Seviowr or by 
means of the teſpective ApoFiles &c. commemorated on 
ſach days, or on ſomewhat the like Spiritual account > 
Surely was the Caſe not your Own, but Others, you 
would be indnced thereby to believe, that Such' Perſons 
had at the bottom a Greater Concern for Sncceſs againſt 
the French Ring, than for that moſt Ineſtimable Vict 
obtained by Chrift over Sin, the Devil, and Death it ſef: 


| and that whatever pretences Such Men might make On- 


wardly of being mere Spiritual than others, they were In- 
and * Heart more Carnal, and red Worldly- 
Upon the whole therefore I defire you would 8 | 
lay to heart, whether it doth not appear from what 
been faid _ this Head, that 9 that — ns 
vance of the Faſts or Feſtivals of our ” , Popiſh, 
Teach, thas "tis Sinfult, -Popifh, Superſtizious, tf Uriwarrantable 
10 Humble aum ſelves for Our Sins, or to Return Thanks to God 
en account of the meFt. Signal CircumFftances whereby our Re- 
demption was accompliſhed '&c, and conſequently 15 the {ame 
as to Teach an Erronevus and Falſe Doctrine: and there- 
fore that he that {do's Teach fo, is moſt juſtly to be ac- 
r tf 17 ft RR OY 40 


9. 'Tis een ſrom Heb. 13. 17. that du the Diny of 
erety Good Chriſtian to Obey * 1 
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not Sinſull: as J have very largely ſhewn in my othe 
Letter alicady mentioned (p. 556, &c.) to which I cf 
you. Since therefore All the Rites and Ceremonies 
our Church are ordained by the fore-mentioned Autho- 
rity, and contain in them- nothing Sintull or Forbidden 
by God; will it not neceſſarily follow, that every Chriftian 
of this Rgalm is moſt ſtrictiy obliged 10 obſerve the Rites and Cere- 
monies of our Church, though they are Flumane Ordinances ; and 
that whoſoever Teaches the contrary, teaches a Doctrine 
contrary: to the Scriptures, and therefore is no other than 
a Falſe Teacher ? 

Moreover: I, deſire to know, whether the' Faſt-days and 
 Thankggiving-days appointed in relation to the War or the 
Fifth of November be any other than Humane Ordinances ; 
and therefore; the Praftice-of You, Sir, and your Follow: 
ers in obſerving the Faſt-· days and Thankſgiving- days 2 
A 1 do's make one of, theſe two Conlequences 
neceſſarily to ariſe, viz. Either that you judge it not Ar 

eeable to the Will of God, that Humane Ordinances 
ſhould have any place in iclation to Church-macters, 
and neyertheleſs will Comply with chem in the fore-men- 
tioned reſpects on 2 Temporal or Worldly account; 
or elſe that you. judge it Agregable to the Will of God, 
that Humane Gedidances (enacted by Lawſull Authority) 
ſhould take place and be obſeryed eren in relation to 
Church matters, and theteſote do obſerve them in the 
| reſpecta aboye· mentioned, though yon will not obſerye 
them in other reſpects, and that for no other or mand 
ſon in ry 11 but becauſe you ill not. | 
_ Nay. tis eee 
being neceſſarily to be Allowed, ( viz; Either 
that vou Do or do. Not judge it Agreeable to the Will of 
God, har — — ſnould be of any Force in 
Relig ious matters) let which yon think Beſt, be Allowed 
of, — will be abundantly Sufficient to prove your Practice 
(as i to the Caſe before us) chargeable with (what 2 
would be apt to call in 3 Inſincerity and Hypocriſy. 
Foruſ you do; not j Tanne e to God's Will, that 
W Ordinanc NET be, ol. any Force in Religious 
matters, 
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matters, then how will you acquit your felyes ſrom In- 
lincerity and Hypocitly in obſerving thoſe Humane Or- 
dinances you do obferve, ſuch as the Fifth of Noveinber, 
the Occational yearly Thankigiving-days and Faſt-days &c. 
and on the other hand if you do judge it Agreeable to 
| God's Will, that Humane Ordinances thould be of any 
Force in Religious matters; then how will you acquit 
your ſelves from Inſinceritiy and Hypocriſy, in Pretend- 
ing your Conſcience will not permit you to obſetre 
Stated Thankigiving- days or Faſt- days of our Ghurch, be- 
cauſe they are Humane Ordinances? rn 1 


= 
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10. We read Levit. 19. 30. and 26. 2. this Command, 

; Te. ſhall keep my Sabbaths, and Reverence my ſanituary:: I am 

w- BY tbe Lord. Of which Command, as the Former part re- 

2 uires due Regard to be paid to the Sabbath or Day San- 

Ces ified or ſet apart for Divine Worſhip; ſo the Laiter 

A do's. as ſtrictly require due Regard to be paid to the San- 

ce ctuary or Place Sanctiſied (i. e. Conſecrated) or ſet apart 

ſor Divine Worſhip. Tis therefore but highly Reaſonable 

n- to conclude, that Each pait of this Command was de- 

t; ſigned to be of Equal Obligation, and conſequently that 
| the obligation of the Latter as well as the Former is to 

y) be Jooked upon as Perpetual. And ſot a very good Con- 

fo firmation hereof we read Mar. 11: v. 15, 16. that our Sa- 

he viour caft out of the Temple all that bought and ſold &. and 

ye would not ſufier ſo much asa Veſſel to be carried h the 

+ Temple. Where by the way it is worthy to be obſerved, 

, that the things there bought and ſold, and the money- 

1 changing there mentioned, had ſome (viz; a remote) re- 
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lation even to the Divine Service then in uſe; and yet 
was Forbidden by our Saviour, as unbecoming the Great 
Reverence due to the Houſe of God: and alſo tis ob- 
ſervable, that our Saviour's Prohibition runs in 
terme, and fo is to be underſtood: not only in reference 
to the Times of Divine Service, but alſo in reference to All 
other Times, even when Divine Service was not Performing; 
Since therefore Revetrence is to be paid to (Places Sanctified 
ox Conſecrated to Divine Worſhip, that is, in one word to} 
a 5 2 Churches 


, | 
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Churches under the Goſpel as well as under the Lay; 
and ſince this Reverence is due to Such Places, not only 
in the time of Divine Service, but at all other times; 
and ſince Putting off the Hat is according to the Cuſtom 
of this Country, one way of exprefling Rererence to Place 
as well as Perſons; will it not hence follow, that who. 
ſoever ſhall Teach that to ſbew Reverence to Churches , ( par. 
ticularly by . — Fla, when we go into them, whether 
it be In er Out of the time of Divine Service,) is Superſtirious and 
Popiſh, do's give juſt occaſion to have himſelf cenſured a 
a Falſe Teacher? | | 


11. Our Saviour when he ſent the Twelve Apoſtles 


forth to Preach, expteſsly forbids them to make any Pro- 
viſion for themſelves, and Subjoyns this Reaſon, For the 
Workman is worthy of his meat, Mat. 10. 10. And the like 


Prohibition is alſo _ by our Saviour to the Seventy 


Diſciples , and that for the like Reaſon , viz. For the Ls 
bourer is worthy of his Hire, Lukg 10. 7. And we are ex- 
preſ5ly aflared by St. Paul, that our Saviour did hereby 


däeſign to ordain, that they which Preach the Goſpel, ſhould 
live of the Goſpel, 1 Cor. 9. 14. to which add 1 Tin. 5. 17. 


Now do'not theſe Texts plainly evince, that he is to be 
accounted a Falſe Teacher, who direftly contrary to Them 
do's Teach, that tis not lawfull for a Minifter to receive Tithe 
or take Pay . for Preaching ; or that he is not a True Miniſte 
of the Goſpel , that do's ſo reterve Tithes or Pay? Nay, tis 
to be further obſerved on the contrary , that tis manifeſt 

from 2 Cor. If. v. 12, 13. that the'Falſe Teachers in St. Paul's 
time did endeavour to Recommend themſelves to the Peo- 
ple, by preaching Freely or Reſuſing to take any Wage 
or Pay. Wkente it naturally foHows, that Preaching Free- 
ly or without Hay is by no means a proof ot token of a True 
and Faithfull Miniſter of Chriſt; but on the contrary 
may be well looked upon only as an Ariifice made uſe of 
(as in St. Pauls time, ſo now adays) to Seduce and Deceive 
unwary People: and that ſuch as uſe this Artifice now 
adays, deſerve likewiſe the ſame Character that is given 
by St. Paul to thoſe that made uſe of it in his ä 


if 
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Such are Falſe Apoſtles, Deceitſull Warkers, transforming them- 
ſelves into the Apoſiles of Chriff, And no marvel ; for Satan 
himſelf is transformed into. a1 Angel of Light. Therefore. it is no 
great thing, if his Miniſters alſo be transformed as the MiniFters 
of Righteouſneſs : whoſe End ſhall be according 10 their Works, 
2 Cor. II. v. 13, 14, 15. | NE 

Theſe, Sir, are the Sevetal Inſtances of the Falſe Do- 
Arines ſpread abroad and taught by the Falſe Teachers of 
theſe times, which I judged moſt Pertinent and Proper to 
lay here together before you, in reference to the Firſt Ge- 
neral Character or mark above- mentioned of a Falſe Teacher, 
viz. Falſeneſs of Doctrine. 


II. 


I come now to the other General Character of a Falſe 
Teacher, viz. Falſeneſs of Miſſion. For that No one ought 
to take upon him to Teach without being duely Sent, 1s 
acknowledged by All Parties, as being Evident from Rom. 
10. 15. Heb. 5. 4. &c. The Great Matter in Debate is what 
is requiſite to a True Miſſion. And in reference to this 
Matter, I ſhall not ſtand to conſider All the Several Opi- 
nions about it, but confine my ſelf to what I judge Per- 
tinent to your Caſe, and ſo moſt Proper to convince 
You and your Followers, .that you have not a True Miſſion, 
or (which is the fame ) that (what is now adays called) 
4 Preibyterian Ordination is not Valid or ſufficient to Authorize 
the Perſon ſo ordlained to Teach, or to Perform any other part of the 
Minifterial Office, | | 

Now the moſt natural method to put an Happy Iſſue 
to this Controyerly I take to be, Layirg open the True and 

ſtate of the Queftion controverted: and this ſurely can- 
not be Better done than by conſidering, What it was that 
gave Original or Birth to this Controverſy. | 

"Tis then too well known to require Proof, that this 
Controverſy, as it now ſtands between us and you, was 
occalioned at the time of the Reformation from Popery, 
by ſome that were then called Prezbyters, who took upon 
them to give Ordination to others; and from whom there- 

20 fore 
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fore All ſuch as have ſince abetted or maintained the va. 
lidity of ſuch Ordination have been ſtiled Presbyteriens, and 
ſuch an Ordination has been on the fame account ſtiled a 
Hence it appears, that the True State of this Contro, 
verſy depends upon the ſtate of the Miniſterial Office at. the 
time of the Reformation ; and that whoſoever would judge 
aright of the Validity or Inralidity of (what has been 
ever ſince the Reformation called) Presbyterian Ordination, 
moſt in the Firſt place duely inform himſelf, In what Senſe 
the word Pr s was taken at the time of the ſaid Re- 
formation, What Order of the Miniſtry was then diſtin- 
iſhed or known by that Name, and with what Mini. 
erĩial Power thoſe then called Presbyters were Inveſted by 
virtue of the Ordination they theinſelves had Received. 


Whence by the way I ſuppoſe it will alſo be allowed 
by judicious Perſons, that your ay Method of hay- 
ing Recourſe Immediately or in the very Firſt place to Soi 
ire, is not ſo Proper. For the Queſtion is Not, Whe- 
ther ſuch as were called Presbyters in the times of the Nen 
Teſtament, had the Power of Ordination ; but the Queſtion 
we are Concerned about, 1s this, Whcther ſuch as were 
called Presbyters at the time of the Reformation, had the Power 
of Ordination. And thereſore, Since the Uie or Signt- 
fication of Words may and frequently do's Alter (in- 
ſomuch as the Same Word, which in one Age was 
promiſcuouſly applied to Two Offices, in another Age 
may be appropriated to One, and that the Inſeriour Office, 
or on the contrary, &c.) and ſince by conſequence the 
Sam:n*ſs of Name is no concluſive proof of the Sameneſs 
of Office or Authority: it muſt be Allowed, that though 
it ſhould be Granted, that Thoſe called Presbyters in the 
New Teſtament had the Power of Ordination; yet 'twill 
by no means thence follow, that Thoſe called. Presby ters 
at the time of the Reformation had likewiſe the Power of 
Ordination. 


In ſhort then the Main ſtreſs of the Controverſy we 
are concerned in, lies upon the Uſe or Signification 1 
t 
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the Name Presbyters at the time of the Refermadon, which 


therefore comes next to be ſpoken to. 
'Tis chen well known and acknowledged by All your 


| Own Writers, that Ai and for ſome Hundred Years Before 


the Reformation, the Diſtinction of the Three Miniſterial 


Orders, as they now ſtand in the Church of England, 


had obtained in All parts of the Chriſtian World : and 
that according to this Diſtinction, as Thoſe of the Upper- 
molt Order of the Three wege An and for ſome Hu 
yeats Before the Reformation, Alone ſtiled Biſhops, and were 
Alone Inveſted with the Power of Ordination; ſo the name 
of Prezbyters was At and for ſome Hundred, Years Before 
the Reformation applied only to Thoſe that mere of the Se- 
cond Miniſterial Order, and ſo Inferiour 10 Biſhops, and con- 
ſequently Not Inveſted with the Power of Ordination. 
Since then it has been already obſerved; that the Que- 
ſtion in Debate is, Whether ſuch as were ſtiled Presbyters 
at the time of the Reformation had the Power of Ordi-— 
nation; and ſince tis as Certain as any thing can be 
made by the Univerſal conſent of Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, and 
lince tis herfupon no other than What is Acknowledged 
by the Learned Mea of your Own Periwalion, that the 
name of Presbyters did, At and for ſome Hundred Years 
Before the Reformation, denote only ſuch Miniſters as 
were Inferiour to Biſhops, and were Never Invefied with the 
Power of Ordination, hence (I think) it clearly follows, 
that the True State of. the Queſtion controverted by us, Is 
in ſhort and plain Engliſh this, u] . 
* TPhether a Perſon in Foly Orders, though never Irrveſted 
* Flimſelf with the Power of Ordination, can nevertheleſs be 
a 8 the juft Power of Ordination, or ( which 
comes to ame) can nevertheleſs Dnely and Rightly take 
| ery eral ror E 0 a 4 
This is the True ſtate of the Queſtion under Debate, put 
into plain Engliſh, and ſreed from the Ambiguous Signiſi- 
cation of the Word Preibyter, and reſtrained only to that 
Peculiar Signification of the ſaid Word, which belongs to 
this Preſens Controverſy, as has been aboye ſnewn. | 
B 4 Now ¾G 


| 


For Common Reaſon teaches us, that No one can duely a 
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Now the Queſtion being thus truely and plainly ſta 
on which Side of it ( — or Negative ) the Ira 
hes, ſeems to be ſo clear, as to be in a manner Self-evident, 


_— the Commiſſion he receives; or Beyond that Degree 
Authority, wherewith he has been Inveſted. And if 
ſo, then it follows, that ſuch Preabyters as are concerned 
in this Controverſy, could Not duely Ordain, ſince t 
were never Inveſted with the Power of Ordination; and 
conſequently, that by taking upon them to Ordain, they 
ated Beyond that Miniſterial Commiſſion they had receiy- 
ed, or Beyond that Degree of Miniſterial Authority; where. 
with they had been Inveſted ; and therefore acted Und 
and Unwarranably. $7 

To the Teſtimony of Common Reaſon may be added the 
Greater and more Weighty Teſtimony of Revelation. ( And 
indeed the Queſtion being thus truely ſtated, Recourſe is 102 


Now very Properly to be had to the Scriptures for Deter- A 
mining, which Side of the Queſtion is to be Embraced, tura 
as being Agrecable to God's Revealed Will.) As therefore ¶ ni 
St. Paul argues in the fore-cited Rom. 10. 15. How can they the 
Preach, except they be ſem, namely to Preach ? ſo is it to be cer! 
argued in this caſe, Hom can they ordain, except they. be ſent, ane 
namely to Ordain j Wi 
But there ſeems to be no Occaſion to Inſiſt on the Te- M 
ſtimony either of Reaſon or Revelation, ſince what they are up 
brought to prove in the Caſe before us, is Gramed ( if not hi 
Expreſsly, yet in Effet ) by y Own Party. For vhilſt 
you go about to juſtifie the Validity of your Presbyterian Ne 
Ordination, by endeavouring to ſhew that the Presbyters 15 
in the New Teſtament were Inveſted with Apoſtolical al 
Authority, as to the Permanent or Standing Parts of the n 
Apoſtolical Office, and conſequently were Inveſted with J 
the Power of Ordination: you do Implicitly or in Effect r 
Grant and Acknowledge the Main Point, that the Church ! 
of England requires to be Granted and Acknowledged, to ! 
| 


wit, that No one can duely or righifully Ordain, without being 
Himſelf Firſt duely inveſted with the Apoſtolical Power of Or- 
dination. And fo far you are in the Right: your unhappy 
; | / Error 
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or lies in this, that you ſeem not thoroughly to Un- 
derſtand, or ſufficiently to be Aware (of the Promi/cuous 
and conſequently Ambiguous uſe of the word Preibxer, 
whence it comes to paſs) that though it be certainly true, 
chat Such as are Inveſted with the Full extent of the 
Standing Apoſtolical Power, are Inveſted with the Power 
of Ordination; and though it ſhould alſo be true, that 
Thoſe called Presbyters in the New Teſtament, were thus 
Inveſted with rhe Full Extent of the ſtanding Apoſtolical 
Power : yet Both theſe do not Avail you Any thing to- 
wards the ſuſtification of your Cafe; for as much as what 
has been ever ſince the Reformation called Presbyterian Ord- 
nation, was at firſt brought up, and has been ever ſince 
continued, by ſuch Prg:byters as were Never themſelves In- 
vefled with the Apoſtolical Power of Ordination; and conſe- 
nently ſuch an Ordination is not a Due and Valid Or- 

nation. . 

And thus I have by (what I think to be) a very Na- 
tural and Clear Method ſhewn, that the Presbyterian Ordi- 
nation, which has been practiſed in this Kingdom ſince 
the Reformation from Popery, and which Alone is con- 
cerned in the Controverſy between the Church of England 
and your Party, is by no means Valid and ſufficient to u- 
thorize Any one to take upon him the Exerciſe of any part of the 
Minifterial Office: whence it will follow, that He that do's 
upon ſuch an Undue Ordination or Falſe AMiſſion take upon 
him to Teach, is a Falſe Teacher. 

Though what has been already laid before you, do's 
not only prove Directly, that your Presbyterian Ordination 
is Invalid and Inſufficient ; but alſo that All that is uſually 
alledged by your Party ont of the New Teſtament, do's by 
no means Properly belong to, and therefore can by no means 
Juſliſie ſuch an Ordination: nay, though what is ſaid in 
my other Letter (pag. 25, 26.) is ſufficient to take off All 
the Force of thoſe Inferences, which are drawn by your 
Party from the New Teſtament : yet however to give you All 
the Satis ſaction I poſſibly can, I ſhall not paſs by ſuch Ar- 
guments, as your Party is wont to draw out of the New 
Teffamem to This purpoſe , but ſhall here conſider them 
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more diſtinaly and fully, and ſhew the Weakneſs of Eag 


i. To begin with Phil. 1. 1. Paul — 10 Al the Saints i try 

Ciriſt Jeſus, which are as Philippi, with the Biſhops and Dey one, 
cons. Now ſome of your Writers are wont to infer, tha ſire 
by the Plural Word C Bi/hops ] are here to be underſtocifItoge 
Presbyters , becauſe in the Senſe the Word is now ule J 
among us of the Church of England , there can be ( x 2 
leaſt 4 but One Biſhop of One Place: which ln.” : 
ference to be owing to mere Inadvertency, and ther b. Ve 
fore but very Weak. For this Epiltle is not directed to th E= 
Biſhops Of Philippi, but 4: Philippi: and ſurely no One 
can deny, but though there could be Regnlarly but o»f2"©? 
Biſhop 2 yet there might be Many Biſhops At PH * 
lppi, when this Epiſtle was either Written or at leaſt to h. 1 

- Delivered. And there are not wanting Rational Ground 
for uppoling, that this Epiſtle was to be Delivered to 2 4 
Aſſembly of Biſhops called together to Philippi- Hou n 
erer to convince you of the great Weakneſs of the fore * 
going Inference, I dare appeal to you your ſelſ, whethe e 
an Epiſtle or Letter may not at this Preſent time be very Wi 7 
truly and properly Directed to the Biſhops As London, ot | 
At Weftminſter, though there is but One Biſhop Of London, 
and not ſo much as One of Weftminſter. Thus you ſee, that 
from the Plurality of Biſhops mentioned in the fore-cited Text 
it can by no means be Conclulively inferred, that by the 


faid Biſhops are to be underſtood Preibyiers, much leſs that Bi 
the Power of Ordination do's appertain to Presbyters. The other "I 
Argument made uſe of by your Writers from this Phil. 1. 1. * 
be taken notice oſ under the two enſuing Texts. in 
2. Another place of Scripture made uſe of by your * 
Writers is, 1 Tim. 3. from which Chapter they infer, that 
it being not Probable, that St. Paul ſhould give Rules con- - 
cerning Biſhops and Deacons, and none concerning Pre. N 
byters; therefore tis but rational to ſuppoſe, that Biſoops ; 
in Verſe 1. are put to denote Pretbyters, Now (in An- } 
ſwer to this way of Arguing, I might here ſhew, that it 
ag | x 
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na like Caſe : but becauſe this will more conveniently 
all under the Conſideration of the Text to be next men- 
tioned, I ſhall therefore omit it here, and) I ſhall only 
Deſire that it may be Conlidered , Why it may not be 
Altogether as Rational to ſuppoſe, that Presbyters may 
ze denoted by Deacons? V. 8. Sure J am, the word As- 
do's literally ſigniſie no more than Minifters, and 
herefore the Presbyters of thoſe rimes might by the Apoſtle 
de well enough ſtiled Ag, juſt as Presbyters are now 
days called, and that moſt frequently, Miniſters. Add 
hereunto, 1/7. that nothing is contained in the Rules there 
given concerning thoſe that are there ſiiled Deacons, but what 
is very applicable to Preabyters. 24ly. that J delire you to 
produce ſome inſtance in the New Teſtament, where the 
words Deacons and Presbyters are mentioned Together, or by 
way of diſtinctiom: and thereſore 3dly. that there is no Rea- 
ſon in Scripture ( for I would have it obſerved, that I am 
Now Arguing upon your own Principle, which will al- 
low of nothing for Proof, but what may be produced from 
Scripture) why the word Deacons either in 1 Tim. 3.8. or 
Phil. f. 1. ſhould be underſtood of Deacons properly ſo called 3 
and therefore it may very well be underſtood of Prezbyters. 
And thus you ſee, that Neither Place of Scripture alrcady 
mentioned will afford you a Concluſive Argument, wheres 
by you may prove that Presbyters were ſo much as called 
Biſhops, much {eſs that they had the Power of Ordination. What 
more might be ſaid in order to ſhew, that this 1 Fim. 3. (as 
alſo Phil. 1. x.) makes nothing for you, will be (as T 
have above intimated ) very conveniently taken notice of 
in the Conſideration of the next paſſages of Scripture. 
Wherefore 5 = 


3. Another paſſage of Scripture urged by your Party is 
Tit. 1. 5, 7. For this cauſe leſt I thee in Crete thas thou ſhouldſs 
— Ordain ( Preibyiers or) Elders — For a Biſhop muſe be 
blameleſs c. The inference drawn by your Writers from 
hence is, that the word Biſhop in v. 7. is to be referred to 
Elders in v. 5. Well, and what do's thence follow, that 

| B 6 Preib / iert 


soch as you your ſelves will not Stand by, or Allow of . 
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Preabyters have the Power of Ordination? By no means. Po 
tho it ſhould be allowed that Biſbop in v. 7. of this Cha 
pier doth belong to Elders in v. 5. and alſo that Biſhy 
in 1 Tim. 3. 1. do denote or include Precbyters or Elders, 
yet after all Both theſe Allowances will only proye the 
. Promiſcuous uſe of the word Biſhop, which is Not denied 

but will by no means prove the Power of Ordination to be. 

long to Presbyters, or ſuch as are in the two fore-cited Place 
called Biſhops, For neither in 1 Tim. 3. nor in Tit-1. is 
there Any one Particular mentioned, whence it can be 
Inferr'd, much lefs Proved, that the Power of Ordination di 
to ſuch as are thers ſiiled Biſhops, Nay in Tit. 1. ther: 

are {ome Particulars, which afford very good Gronnds for 
Inferring, that the Power of Ordination did not belong 10 Such 
an one as is there v. 7. filed a Biſhop ; one of which Par- 
ticulars I ſhall take notice of in the very next Paragraph, 
and another in a more proper place. 
Again then (and to come now to that Way of Argu- 
ing which though made uſe of by your Party in one Caſe, 
yet I above intimated would not be allowed of by you in 
a Like Caſe which I ſhall here mention, viz. as your Wri- 
ters are wont to Argue, that it is not probable that St. Pau 
ſhould in Phil. 1. 1. ditect his Epiſtle ro Biſbops and Dea- 
cons without taking notice of Presbyters; and in Tim. 3. 
ſhould give Rules concerning Biſhops and Deacons, and 
none concerning Presbyters; and therefore it is but rational 
to ſuppole, that Prezbyrers muſt be denoted in the fore- 
mentioned places by Biſbops: fo in like manner) it may 
be here argued, that it is not Probable that Titus was to 
Ordain only Elders and no Deacons ; and by conſequence 
it is not probable that St. Paul ſhould here deſign to gite 
Titus Rules only concerning Elders, and not allo concern- 
ing Deacons ; and therefore according to your fore-men- 
tioned way of Arguing, tis but rational to ſappoſe, that 
under the general word Biſhop v.7. are to be comprehended 
Deacons as well as Presbyters; eſpecially ſince there is no- 
thing in the literal ſignification of the words Emoxoze; and 
aue, which hinders them from being applied to the 
ſame Perſons. And indeed according to this Interpreta- 
tion 
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jon the Rules of St. Paul given to Tau- will be Full or 
nſwerable to All the Cales requiſite to be underſtood, 
and may be thus Paraphraſed : For this cauſe leſt I thee in 
rete that thou ſbouldſte — Ordain Elders in every City — If any 
be blameleſs — For (not to ſtand giving Diſtinct Rules 
oper to each Miniſterial Degree, viz, to Precbyters ro- 
perly ſo called, and alſo: to DEER called ; it will 
be ſufficient to ſay in general, that hoſoever js to be ad- 
mitted by imo Any Miniſterial Care of, or Inſpection over 
te Church, that is, in one general word) a Biſhop muſt be 
ameleſs exc. Thm you ſee, that according to your own 
way of Arguing Deacons as well as Presbyters may be very 
well underſtood by the general name of Biſbops in this Tit. 
1.7. and therefore muit be Zqually allowed to have the 
Power of Ordination: Which is nevertheleſs what you your 
ſelves Deny in reſpect of Deacons, and therefore what with 
Equal truth may likewiſe be Denied by Us in reſpect of Preſ- 
byters, And this will ſtill appear more clearly, from what 
I ſhall have occafion to ſay, in the conſidetation of the 
Text I ſhall next proceed to. 


4- The Text I mean is, 1 Per. 5. 1. The Elders which are 
among you Igexhort, who am alſo an Elder (to which may be 
added 2 John 1. and 3 John 1.) Hence, ſay your Writers, 
it appears that the Apoſtles mnt yh Ay certainly, 
and Who ever Denied it? But doth it hence appear, 
( what ought to be proved by your Writers, if they would 
prove any thing to the purpoſe,) that the Apoſtles were only 
or no other, than Presbyters, or (which comes to the ſame) 
that every is an Apoſile? Certainly no. For 
though a Snperiour Order do's frequently preſuppoſe and 
include All it's relative Inferiour Orders, yet in no caſe 
do's the Contrary obtain, as being Unnatural and ſo Ir- 
rational. To give you two or three Familiar Inſtances: In 
reſpect of Univerſy- Degrees tis well known, that the De- 
gree of Maſter or Doctar in any Faculty do's preſuppoſe 
and include the Degree of Bazchelowr in the ſame Faculty: 
Likewiſe in the Profeſſion of Common Lam the a pu 
of a Serjeant preſuppoſes or includes that of a B — 


* 


39 A Letter from a Miniſter 
and Laſtly in Nobility the Degree or Dignity of a Dai 
_ preſuppoſes and includes the-Dignicy of a Marqueſs, 
and Bam: but in neither of the three fore - mentions 
Inſtances do's the Contrary hold good. And juſt fo iht 
in the Aſiniſierial Orders, the Apoſtolical or (as it is other if 
wile now called) the Zp:/copat Order. pre ſuppoſes and in 
clades the Order of Presbyter, and allo of Deacon; but nd 
an the contrary, Whence it comes to paſs, that (a x 
do's not-follo:g, that, becauſe every Maſier or Dottor uf 
alſo a Batchelour in the ſame Faculiy, therefore every Ba. 
chelns is a Maſitr or Docior; or becauſe every Serjeant a 
Ta is allo a Barriſeer therefore every. Barriſter 13.2 9 
Eure or laſtly becauſe every Duke is a Marqueſs c. thers 

re every Marqueſs.&c.15 a Duke : ſo) in the Cale beſcu 
us, though every Apoſtle or Perſon of the Apoſtolical, ot het 
wiſe called the Epiſcopal Order be alſo a Presbyter ot Dee 
enn; yet it doth not thence follow, that every Preibyn 
or Deacon is a Perſon of the Avoſiolical or Epiſcopal Orden 
And thus you may lee, that from the fote - cited words df Will worc 
St. Peter or of St. ohn, no Conclulive proof can be dra 
for the Equality of the Order of Precbyters with the An 

a/ical or Epiſcopal Order; bat only that the word Pref 
was ſometimes applied to the re Epiſcops 
Order, particularly by way of Hiuniliiy or | defenſes 
which (I think) will ſeem to any Unbiaſs'd Reader to 
be the Motive of St. Peter ꝝ ſtiling himſelſ in the fore-cited 
place Zuppntirourep®-. Not to add, that according to his 
example tis well known that the Common Practice of 
the Biſhops of our Church, is no other than this, wiz; for 
Any one of them, when he writes to a Presbyter, to ſub- 
ſcribe himſelf, Tour Afettionate Brother : which he do's 
(nor as Biſbop, for in this ſtrict ſente he is not 4 Brother, but 
a_ Superiour to the Prester; but in St. Peter language) 
4s Zupresonwrig®y, i. e. as being alſo a Preubyter. | 
But further yet, to make you ſtill mote ſenſible of the 
eat Weakneſs of the Inference drawn by your Party from 
theſe Texts of St. Peter and St. John, I delire it may be con- 
ider d, that if St. Peter's or St. Johm' applying to them- 
ſeltes the word Prezbyzer 1s a ſufficient Argument to roy 
ot SMBs 
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All Prethyters have Apoſiolical Power, and conſequent- 
— Power of mn it muſt alſo be allowed, 
hat St. Pauls applying to himſelf (and that more than 
once, ſee Ephe/. 3. 7. Col. 1. 23- 6. nay, even to Chriſt 
Hom. 15.8) the word Deacon, is as ſufficient an Argument, 
hat All Deacons are Alſo inveſted with Apoſtolical Power , 
and ſo with the Power of Ordination. And thus you fee, 
that your Own way of Inferring will force, you much fur- 
her, than you can afford to go Willingly or Sccording 

B your own Principles, which is indeed no other than 
aſually happens to the Abetters or Maintainers oſ Bad and 
oneous Cauſes. What then is to be ſaid hereupon 
but this, that if you your ſelves do maimain or allow, that 
Wthough the word Deacon be ſometimes applied to the Apo- 
les or Chriſte, yet it do's not hence follow, that (A 
Deacons or) Deacons properly ſo called have Apoſtolical Power, 
particularly that of Ordination: then by parity of Reaſon 
you muſt allo maintain or at leaſt allow, that though the 
word Presbyter be ſometimes applied to the Apoſtles, yet 
it do's not thence follow, that (All Pretbyters or) Preaby- 
ter. properly ſo called have Apoſtolical Power, particularly 
that of Ordination. Nay give me leave to add, that what- 
erer fort of Arguments you can, produce for Presbyters pro · 
perly ſo called being Diſtinct from and Superiour to Deacons 3 
the Like or as Good may be produced for the Bifbopsr of 
our Church being Diſtin# from and Superior to Prezbyeers : 
and therefore the One as well as the Other ought to be 
. by you, were you guided Uniformly by any Prin- 
ciple. —— „ 


5. I come no to the laſt Text that remains to be here 
mentioned, 1 Tim. 4. 14. — with the Leying on of the Hands 
ay Presbytery.. Now the Argument drawn from hence 
by your Wyiters, namely. that the Preabytery have the Power 
of Laying on of hands, or of Ordination, may be very well 
IO from ws has been already — 2 

word Preibyter being promiſcuowſly applied to the A 
ſiles themſel ves. For hence it will follow, that by the Laying 
| on 
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en of the hands of the Predbytery here mentioned may 
well be underſtood the Laying on of thbinnds wf nor 
the Apoſiles. And that hereby is to be underſtood the Lg. 
ing on of the Hands (at leaſt ) "of he pile St. Paul is en. 
dent from 2 Tim. 1. 2 where the ſame Ordination, which 
s in the forc-cited place attributed to the Precbytery, is ex. 
prebly attributed to St. Paul himſelf. Whence it will ns 
ceflarily follow, that 'thou2h the Presbytery mentioned ; 
1 Tim. 4. 14. did joyn with St. Paul in the Ordination a 

3 yet they did oniy KL and that thereſon 
ſrom thence it can never ved, that the Power of Or 
dination did lie in or belong t to arne ir ſelf ther 
mentioned. 

And though what is already ſaid be ſufficient to ſhy, 
that the Inference drawn by your Parry. from the fors 
cued 1 Tim. 4. 14. cannot prove what it is brought t 
prove: yet to convince! you more fully of the Badnei 
of your Cauſe , I ſhall here ſubjoyn two Conſiderations, WF rake: 
which Lad clearly to evince, that the Power of Ordins Wl is th 


n h . W Teac 
— — iſt Conſideration i is (that which 1 above hinted a) Ml very 
in'reference to Titus 1. 3. For J deſire it may be con- dos 
dered, whether there could be any ptobable Occaſion for I As 
Titus being left in Crete to Ordain ( Preubyters or) Elders is WF lan- 


Every City, uf io be that Presbyters had then the Power of Or 
dination. For ſurely the Presbyters, that were Ordained by 
Tis in one or two of the Cities he firſt. came at, might 
baxe very well Ordained Presbyters in All the other Ci- 
ties, had they been inveſted with the Power of Ordinx 


tion. And therefore; ſince the Presbyters firſt Ordained 

by uus were not ſo inted to Ordain Others in the Re 

— Cities, but 7s inal was was left. to-Ordain _ 

ters (not in one or two but Every it may k 

9 me" inferr'd, that the 23 fo Wa by hey m 
themſelverto Ordain other. ol 


he other Conſideration is this, — are to tl 
he found no Rules of Ovdnaior (in Any of he ys” Ut 
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tho' many more/in number, but) only in the Epi 

— Timothy and Tus, who 2s ſongle Perſons Prefided 
over and Governed the Churches of Epheſus and Cree ; 
hence it may be Rationally inferred , the Doctrine 
of the Church of England Cy in OM —— 
nation belonging (not to a Community of Preibyter: to 
Single Perſons by Us called Biſhops, is no other than what 


is Apgrecable to the Direction and Practice of the Great 


 Apottle St. Paw, and conſequently of ApoFiolica! Conſti- 
; . 14 1 OP ey 


tion. 


Thus T have conſidered the Sereral Texts made we of 
by your Writers to Defend your Presbyterian Ordination, and 
hare largely ſhewn that they All fall very ſhort of De- 
fending Ic. N 1 | v 


There remains now only one Particular more to be 
taken notice of under this Second general Head, and it 
is that Common Artifice made uſe of by the Diſſenting 
Teachers, to give the People a Wrong notion of O Epi- 
ſcopacy, and ſo to prejudice them Againſt it: whereas the 
very Argument made uſe of by them Againſt our Epiſcopacy 
do's in truth, and if thoroughly contidered , make Nee 
Againſt Epiſcopacy as maintained by the Church of Eng- 
land, but Againſt Preabyterianiſim, Independency, . 

Now the Artifice I mean is your Suggeſting to the 
People, that Epiſcopal Government, as maintained by the Church 
of England, is only an Efes of Humane Pride and Ambition, 
and no other than a piece of Popery. A ſuggeſtion: ſo noto- 
tiouſſy Falſe, that either thoſe who make uſe of it, muſt. 
be ſuppoſed altogether Tgnorant themſelves of the Ancient 
Records of the Primitive Church; or elſe Deſignedly to 
take advantage of the Ignorance of thoſe Perſons, whom 
they poſſeſs' with this Falſe Opinion: which ſurely is a 
moſt Wicked method of ſupporting a Bad Cauſe, and is 

no other than what is moſt highly and juſtly blamed in 
the Popi/s Priefts, who frequently make uſe = the like me- 
thod, as the Diſſeming Teachers do in this Caſe. | 
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verſant in the Hiſtory of the Primitive Church, that the 


to gratiſie Humane Pride and Ambitien; that on the con 


to be made choice of for that weigty Office and Spititui 
eſt Secrecy; and when diſcovered, not to take the Epiſcs 


pal Charge upon him, without a ſort of Religions Violent 
— htm, whereof there are many Inſtances in 
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Hiſtory of the 
Primitive Cinch, that tis Granted by the (a) moſt Learned 
Men and Chief Champions of your own Party, that 3 
were Diftinft from and Superiowr to Presbyters, and wen 

inveſted with the Power of Ordination (to ſpeak 2 
the loweſt) before the Converſion of Conftamine the Gree. 
But now tis well known to ſuch as are any thing Cov 


34 
"Tis then ſo evident from the Antient 


ſpace between the firſt Planting of the Chriſtian Churd 
and the Converſion of the Emperor Conſtantine to the Faith, 
were times, wherein Chriſtianity was not only in ven 
Mean and Low Circumflances, but even greatly Perſecuet; 
in which Perſecutions the Biſbops, as being Heads of the 
Church, were ſure to be Principally ſought for, and 9 
be put to death in the Firſt place by the Perſecuton iſ 
So that thoſe Early times were ſo far from yielding ayffi 


Tempeation to ſeek iſcopal Office or Dignity, in ord 


trary to be made « Biſhop was the moſt Ready way to Ex 
poſe a man to the greateſt ing and Miſeries. Ani 
therefore ſo far were Perſons: ſeeking the Epiſcopd 
Dignity in thoſe times, that it was the gan practia 
ſor any Perſon, that was five of his being like) 


Dignity," to Withdraw and Conceal himſelf with the grea- 


Primitive Hiſtory. 


—_ * — —— 


— — 
- 


_ 4 Salmaſiw allows the Diſtinction of Biſhops from, and Supe 
riority to Presbytere, to have obtained about either the Begin- 
ning or Middle of the Second Century. VVai# Maſſlinus, pag, 


— —— — 


Blondel likewiſe allows, that this Uſage had prevailed about 
A. D. 140. Apolog. pro Sentent. Hieren. p 3. 

Datlle confeſſes, that Ordination was ftrialy and properly an 
Epiſcopal Rigbt in the third Century or time of St. Cyprian. 
Daille de (ultu Lat. Relig. I. 2. cap. 13. p· t · 
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Fince then tis thus acknowledged by your o Party, 
that the Superiority of Biſhops to Presbyters (or in one 
word, Prelacy) had for ſome time prevailed before the Con- 
verſion of Conflanine the Great: and {ince tis undeniably 
evident from Hiſtory, that in thoſe Early times the Epiſco- 
pal Office \_ Superiour to that of Presbyters, and the 
greateſt Spiritual Dignity, yet) was very far from being 
attended with any }orldly Phmp or Grande, and on the 
contrary was only a Station of Eminent Danger: do it not 
hence appear as clear as the Sun- beams, that tis no otlier 
than a Suggeſtion mo## ſcandalouſly and abomi Falſe, 
to ſu 4— — ways go about to Perſwade Igno 
People , Epiſc or Prelacy as it is maintained by 
the Charch of England, was at firſt no other than an Unjuſt 
Uſurpation, and an Effef# of Humane Pride and Ambition >» ' 
Nay I date undertake to ſhew that the Proneneſs of 
Humane — to 7 — Nom nn — which your Par- 
would thus groundletsly make uſe of Againſt Epiſcopacy, 
ds on the — afford a very — 2 ſor 
proving, that Epiſcopal 'Government, as maintained by our 
Church, was Originally of oſtolical Cunflirmtion. For 
ſince All men are naturally prone more or lefs to Pride 
and Ambition, tis not rationally to be ſuppoſed, that the 
Whole Order of Presbyters ſhould at firſs ſo tamely and quiet- 
fubmit themſelves to the Authority of their reſpectire 
Biſhops in the ſeveral parts of the then Chriſtian World, 
if they knew that the ſaĩd Authotity was wnduety - 
eſpecially finte in thoſe Early times the Preletes (as I have 
already intimated ) were not armed with any Civil power 
to compell or frighten their Presbytert to ſuch an wnde 
Submiſion. ' Since therefore there is not the Leaſt Account 
left in the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory of thole Early times, from 
which any thing may be ratiotially Inferred , ot ſo much 
as probably Conjectuted, but that the ole Order of Preſs 
byeers yielded ar the very firſt the moſt profotind Obedience 
to their reſpective Biſhops or Prelates ; and ſince on the 
conſideration of the innate Propenſity of man to Pride and 
Ambition, "tis not at all Likely that the Mule Order of 
Prezbyters would have yielded fo ready and profound an 
_—_ C 3 Obedience 


" as 
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Obedience to their reſpeRive Biſhops, unleſs they had been 
well aſſured, that their Biſhops were inveſted with an An 
2 (7108 zanduely uſurped over them, but) Agrecable to the 
olical Conſtizmtions ; doth it not _ moſt rationally 
Elle w, that the ready and profound Obedience thus paid by 
the Primuiue Precbyters to their reſpective Biſbops as thei 
Superiours, 1s 4 — — that the 

B over Prezbyters was of Apoſtolical Conſtizution 2 
gy as the Natural Proneneſs of man to Pride 
4 (Eidy and craſtily endeavoured to be made 
uſe of by your Pany Againft the Epiſcopacy of the Church 
of ) is really a very cogent and ſtrong Argument 
For it ſoit is alſo a very ſtrong and home Argument even 
Againſt both iſm and Independency &. (Thus 
Pam is Truth always to its (elf, and Opppolite to All 
Error or Falluy.) For I dare appeal in this Cale to you your 
ſelf, notwithſtanding all the ſtrength of Prejudice, and 
Partiality, who are moſt Likely to be influenced with Pride 
and Theſe who readily = gp be Infe 
rieur to Biſhops, as do x7 England; 
or Theſe who. pretend, that they are hey te Ce Ii bar) 
Equal to Biſhops , as do the Independen 
Teachers: or to bring — ny 2 
way of Arguin 3 Fg Side of 
Trab, Thoſe that eek the honour of Others, as do Our Preſ- 
byters 3 or tee that ſcek 2 As. do. your 
Teachers, As therefore the Primitive Biſhops di did, not wp 
he Superiority _ their Precbyters, but had by aſſigned 
to their Office by Apoflolical Conſtiextion , and therefore 
the Primizzve Presbyters readily yielded chem Obedience ; ſo 
in like manner the Preſers Bi/bops of our Church do ny 
(as you Love to call it, though weakly enough, and without 
any reaſon, as I have ſnewn in my other Letter, p- 249 25.) 
Lord it over the Inferiowr Clergy , but act by an 
— and continually 2 wn — 


— — E — 


« rat 18. —— 9 bus 
He that ſeekgth His Glary thas ſent him, the ſame is true Oc, 
— Heh ns ay cnn Gln 
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them, and therefore it is that All the true Preiyters of the 
Ciuach of England, do not only pay a Conſcientious Obedience 
fo 3 Biſhops 5 but are and 2898 
nd „ , 

2 0 ines. Whrnc , 2 — that e — — = Leaſt 
Ground for charging the Epiſcopacy of the Churc . 
— e b e 

But now let us ſee whether 324 
dency may not be moſt juſtly 1 upon as Efefts of Hu- 
mane” Pride and Ambition. For is it not a true of 
Pride, to Arrogate a Power, which do's not belong to One? 
and to Aſpire to an Equality with Thoſe that are really of 
2 Superiour rank above us? And is not this the very Caſe 
of the Presbyterian and Independem Teachers, who fince 
the Reformarion have proudly Arrogated and Uſurped to 
themſelves the Power of Ordination; and out of a Vain 
Ambition go about to Perſwade Ignorant People, that 
they are of Equal Authority and Power with the Biſhops 
of our Church > But though the Presbyterian Teacher is 
chargeable with Pride and Ambition in this reſpect, yet 
however he retains Some degrees of Fumiluy and Modeſty, 
and acknowledges that a Single Teacher is accountable to a 
Synod, and not only fo, but may ( if it be thought Ex- 
p-dient for the Good of the Church) be duely and law- 
fully ſubjected to a Superintendent. Whereas the 7 
Teacher caſts off All degrees of Fumility and ModeFty, no- 
thing ſorſooth contenting him, unleſs he be acknow- 
ledged to be Lord Paramount over his Congregation, i. e. 
7 or without any Dependency on Any other, 
and fo without being Reſponſible to or Controulable by 
Any other Eccleſiaſtical Superiour, but Chriſt Himſelf. 
Thus do's every Independent Teacher in effect affirm and 
proudly maintain, that he is no Other than Chriſt's Im- 
mediate V icar on Earth, which being the very fame Title 
that is claimed by the Pope of Rome , may not every Inde- 
pendent Teacher be therefore well looked upon as a Petty 
Pumtan Pope? 

I think by this time it clearly appears to Any one that 
will not obſtinately ſhut his Eyes, that Pride and Ambi- 
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tian are falfly charged on the Zpiſcopacy or Prelacy of thy 
Church ol England, and are moſt juſtly to be eſteemed 
the , Parents. and s of Presbyterianiſm , and more 

_ eſpecially of Inde x 
As for the other Part of the Common Suggeſtion 
your Party aboyve- mentioned, vix that Our Epiſcopacy is « 
piece or offspring of Popery ; this will quickly appear to he 
notoriouſly and y Falſe from what has been already 
faid For it has been aboye obſerved and proved, tha 
the moſt Learned of your Own Party are forced by the 
teſtimony of Primitive Eccleliaſtical Hiſtory to conſels, 
that or Epiſcopacy had prevailed in the Church before the 
Converſion of Conſtantine the Great. But now every one 
that has but a little inſight into Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory 
knows, that Popery did not begin in the World till a long 
long time, to wit, above two or about three hundred 
years after the Reign of Cunſtamine the Great. And there 
fore for to ſay or maintain, that Ou Epiſcopacy is @ Pie 
er Offspring of Popery, is no leſs, or rather more Ridicu- 
lous and Ablurd, than to fay or maintain, that 4 Prozeſcax 
Grandfather was the Offspring of his Popiſh Grandſon. Now 
put the caſe, you ſhould happen to hear Any one telling 
and maintaining to Another of his Acquaintance , in ; 
whom he would beget an IIl Opinion of the Proteſtant u 
Grandfather, that he was no other than the Son of his Pi- G 
#i/b Grandſon, I dare appeal to you your ſelf, whether in A 
this caſe you would pot think, that you had but juſt it 
occalion given you, and that 1t was not at all Incon- 
ſiſtent with your Gviſiian Charity and Moderation, to Look 
on Him as 1f he went about thus Falſly to prejudice hiz 
Acquaintance Againſt, the Proteſtant Grandfather , or as 
Guilty either of Scandalous Ignorance, as not knowing bet- 
ter himſclf, or elſe of more Scandalous Craft , as Deſigned: 
ly raking Advantage of his Acquaintance's Ignorance , 
to make him Embrace that for Truth, which in reality is 
Y no other than the moſe Abſurd Falſity. Whereſore I ap: 
peal further to you, whether by conſequence it do's not 
moſt truly follow, that We of che Church of England 
may very feaſogably think, that we have but Juſt oy 
Ht n 
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ſion given, and that etis not at all Inconſiſtent with Chri- 
ſtien Charity and Moderation, to Look on ſuch a go about 
to prejudice Others Againſt our Communion by Falſly per- 
ſwading them, that owr Epiſcopacy is np achet than a Piece 
or of epring of Popery , as Guilty either of Scandalous In- 
rance, as not knowing More of Church-Hiſtory themſel ves; 
or elie of a more Scandalous Craftineſs , as Deſignediy taking 
Advantage of the Ignorance of other, to trapan or draw 
them into a Falſe Notion of our — Government. 
And thus I have ſufficiently ſhewn the 1/eakpeſs, nay 
Baſeneſs of this Suggeſtion of your Party, that or Epiſco- 
pacy is 4 Piece of Popery: for as much as this Suggeſtion is 
no other than a notorious Falſity, ſcandalous Abſurdity, and 
a true piece of Popiſb, Feſuizical Craftineſs in Abuling the 
Ignotance of Others, And what above · ſaid in 
relation to owr Epiſcepacy, holds true likewiſe in relation 
to our Liturgy or Forms of Prayer and other Uſayes or C- 
remonies of our Church, (which with like Scandalous and 
Feſuitical Faifity your Teachers endeavour to perſwade Igno- 
ram People, are no other than ſo many pieces of Popery ) 
35 might be fully proved, was it not Foreign to my pre- 
ſent Purpoſe, | "hf 


I have now gone through thoſe Particulars which I 
judged proper to lay before you in relation to the Second 
General Mark of a Falſe Teacher, viz. Falſeneſs of Miſiion. 
And the Sum of what has been ſaid, may be reduced to 
theſe three Heads, viz, * 


1. That the Queſtion Controverted between us and you 
being truely Stated, it clearly appears from matter of Fact, 
that what i» now adays called Presbyterien Ordination, is nat - 
Valid; and allo that the Inferences drawn by your Party 
from the New Teſtament do not immediately or properly bo- 
long to the Point in Debate. 


2. However to give you all Satisfaftion Deſireable, and 
to convince you of the Unſupportable -Badneſs of your 
Cauſe; it bas been above ſhewn, that the Several Texts 

| C 4 uſually 
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aſually urged by your Party, do nes at all maky for or 
fie your Predbyterian Ordinz . 


It has been largely ſhewn, that your Common Ob 
jection Againft our Epiſcopacy , as being the Efes of Pride 
and uni and a piece of Popery, is moſt notoriouſly Falſ 
— — . ith greater 
Truth be charged upon Preabyteriamiſin, Independency, &c. 


Sir, It now remains to Deſire you ſeriouſly to Apply 
what has ben laid before you under the two ſotegoing 
General Characters of a Falſe Teacher, to your Own Caſe; 
and Impartially to conſider how far you are concerned in 
Any of the fore-mentioned Particulars : whether you do not 
either actually Teach, or elſe ſome way or other Approve of 
or Encourage ſuch Heterodox or Falſe Principles and Dofrine, 
as are above-mentioned ; and whether you have a Due if 
and Rightfull Authority to take upon you (as you do) 
the Exerciſe of the Miniſterial Office ; ſince your Ordination 

as I underſtand) is no other than Such 4 ian Or- 
ion, 2s has been above ſhewn to be Not Valid or of 
Due Authority 6:7 | 

If T have been miſinformed as to your Ordination, and 
you did Receive it from Any one of our Biſhops ; then in- 
deed your Ordination is in its ſelf Good and Valid; but 
you will be ſtill no lefs (if not more) to blame, on account 
of your Exerciſing your Miniſterial Office after a Schiſms- 
tical manner, and in open Diſobedience to thoſe Governours 
of the Church , to whom at your ſo receiving Ordination 
vou ſolemnly promiſed Canonical Obedience. 

If it be true, that you are (what you have been repre- 
ſented to be by ſome, who ſhould know your Principles, 
namely) not a 'Stanch Presbyterian, but a Compoſition of a 
very various mixture , in which the chief Ingredient is In- 
a ; this is ſo far from mending your Caſe, that 
it renders it ſtill much Worſe: for as much as Independency | 
—_— with 1t many Principles much more . 

DiFtant from the Truth than Presbyterianiſm, as | 
2 above intimated. 2 1 
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Be your Principles of which ſort you will, I hope that 
eh hay laid before you, will prove Eſſectual to Con- 
ince you, in how bad a Cauſe you are engaged; and how 
nearly it concerns you to Renownce and Ouis your Preſent 
practiſer: that it is moſt highly Adviſeable and Neceſſary 
or you to look on your ſelf as no other than a Zay-man, 
and to Jet your Meeting-houſe return to it's Primitive uſe, 
or in the Capacity of a Barn to be ſtored with Better Sorts 
of Seeds than the Seeds of Diviſion and Schiſm, which ( how- 
ever blended and mixed with Some Good Seeds of Sound 
— 7 among * „ yet) in the — * tend Not to 
Nouriſh and Strengthen, but to Dj , Feaken and 
the Soul, and that Hernally. * 
Pray give me Leave to Deſire and Beſeeck you, that 
you would not ſuffer your ſelf to be Deceived into a Vain 
perſwaſion, that God is pleaſed with your Practices, be- 
cauſe you have Followers. For Chriſt himſelf has 
© expreſsly foretold, that the Falſe Teachers, which ſhould ariſe, 
ſhould decerve many, Mat. 24.11. So that the Number of 
your Proſelytes is but a very Unwarrantable Ground, where- 
by to judge of the Rig fneſs of your Cauſe. And to the 
— purpoſe — 557 Remarkable, what St. Paul _ 7 
Falſe Teachers, who by transforming themſelves into 
Light delude others to __ their Followers —— 
that not the Smallneſs of their Succeſs in deluding and deceiving 
others, but their Ed (or Sentence at the Day of Judge- 
ment ) ſhall be according to their Works, 2 Cor. 1 I. 15. | 
Let me therefore beſeech and preyail upon you, fre- 
' quent]y to carry your Thonghts from your Seeming preſent 
Good Succeſs, to what will be the Fatal and Miſerable End 
thereof, without a ſincere and timely Repentance. Again 
and again Conſider, how deplorable and dreadfull a 
thing it is, to be the moſt Unhappy and Miſerable In- 
firument of Seducing and Fatally Miſleading ſo many poor 
Ignorant Souls; and what a Grievous and Stupendous 
Aggravation it will be to your Account at the Day of Re- 
tribution, to have Deceived Many. | 
Laſtly, Conſider that fince St. Peter (2 Per. 3. 16.) has 
allured us, that ſuch as Wreſt the n , though n 
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be Unlearned, yet wreſt them to their own Deftruftion; | 
therefore may be very rationally inferred, that the Lea 
or Such as ſet up for Teachers of others, do by Wreſting ts 
22 much more Aggraævate their Own Guilt, and 
hall thereby much more Encreaſe their Own Puniſbmen, 
without a timely and ſincere Repentagce. 

Sir, I have now diſcharged the Third Branch above. 
mentioned of my Miniſterial Duty to the Beſt of my Po 
er, in cndeayouring to ſet before you (with All Cle 
neſs of Argument and the Tenderneſs of a Chriſtian Ch 
nty and Moderation) ſuch Particulars as in themſelys 
tend to Convince you of your very Ii and Sinfull pn 
ctices; 3 endeavouring — to _ you off fron 
Sedxcing and A ſleading any your Followers, part 
cularly Thoſe of my Own Pariſh. The Succeis of "he 
my Endeavours I moſt humbly leave to God, who Alon 
can order the Unruly Wills and Affections of Men; au 
who, as he knows the inmoſt Secrets of the Heart, 6 
knows that the Comterits of this Letter proceed ſrom a 8» 
cere Charity to You and your Followers, eſpecially to Th 
for whom I have a more Immediate Concern. And out d 
this Principle of Charity, I ſhall never ceaſe to pray fo 
Ta and Their Repemance and Amendment, according to 
the Purport of that Short, but Full and Expreſſive Pets 
tion in our Excellent Litany, 


That it may pleaſe thee to bring into the way of Truth f 
„ — 
We beſeech thee to hear us Good Lord. 7 
. tic 
, 
So prays without ceaſing ö 

Your Faithfull Servant in Chriſt, 


cotesbacuh, Jan. r3th, 
„ez. 


E D WELLS 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Judge it Requilite ( for a Reaſon known, if not ta 
You, Sir, yet to ſome of your Followers) to take 
here Particular Notice of that very wrong Notion among 
your Party, viz. that your Separation from our Church is No 
him or ation, ſo long as it is Not accompanied 
wth Gebete. To ſet fac Tots as to this Point, 
pray let me Prevail with you to Read again, and Con- 
hder Seriouſly and Impartially , what 1 have offered on 
J this Mead in page 36. of my former Letter; and whether 
what is there ſaid, be not ſufficient to ſhew, that, your 
_ to 4 ( tho' it ſhould be Real and Laſting, yet) will 
8 by no means Warrant or Excuſe aration Us ; nay, 
whether what is there ſaid, 28388 make you 
ſhrewdly ſuſpect, that you may after All be poſſibly De- 

ceived as to your ( ſo much talked of) Chæritableneſi towards 
Us; and that it is no other than Likely, that, if a fit Op- 
portunity ſhould om it ſelf, your Zeal to your own Party 
would ſoon ger the Better; and quite Swallow up your Cha- 
rity to the Epiſcopal Party. 


For your Further, if not Full Conviction of the great 
likely hood hereof, I cannot think of a better Method, than 
to lay here before you the Received Notions of your own 
Teachers concerning Toteration , from about the year 1640. 
to about 1660. or during the Late Great Rebellion, and 
alſo to compare them with the Notions concerning Tolera- 
tion given ont by your Teachers of later years, or from about 
1660. to theſe Preſent Times. 
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The Diſſenters Notions | 
of Toleration 

from about 1640. te about 

I666. or during the Late 

Great Rebellion, 


The Lancafoire-Teachers in 


their F/armonious Conſent with 
the London-Teachers ( rinted 
1648.) pag. 12. Speak thus; 
VIZ. 


A Toleration is 
1. A Putting a Sword in- 
to a Mad man's hand. 4 
2. An appointing a City of 
Refuge in — Conſciences ſor 


| 


the Devil to Fly to. 
3. A Proclaiming Liberty 


Chrifi i Fold to Pr hu 
Lambs, — 


4. A Toleration of Soul- 
Murder, the Greateſt Murder 
of All Other, and or the Eſta- , 


from about 1660. or from 


of Toleration 


the Reſtauration of Church 
and Monarchy to theſePre. 


2 times. 


The Diſſenting Teachers or 
3 — the Reſtay- 
ration in their Books Speak 
to this, or the like effect; 


viz. 


.A Toleration i- 


7. A Pulling a Sword out 
of a Mad man's hand. 


2. An appointing 4 Satt- 


on 


in Men's Conſciences for 


Chriſt to Betake himſelſ to. 

3: A Proclaiming Liberty to 
to the Wolves to come int» the True Shepherds ts come 
into Chriff's Fold to Feed bu 


Lambs. 


4. A Toleration of Soul- 


Savin 


ſs, the Greateſt Say- 
of All Other, and for 


bliſning Damned | the Eſtabliſhing whereof Bleſſ- 
Souls in Hell would Accurſe ed Souls in Heaven would Re- 
Men on Earth. joyce over Men on Earth. 

| 5- It is Not to Take away 
for Tender Conſciences, but | All Conſcience, but to Pro- 
to take away All Conſcience. , vide for Tender Conſciences. 


5. It is Not to Provide 


Afr. Calamy in his Sermon 


ed before the pretended Flouſe of | 
Commons in 1646.) pag 3. com- 
Naint thus; viz. 


The General Voice or Cyy of 
called, The Great Danger of Diſſenters as Preſent runs in 
Covenant-Refuſing ( preach- this or the like ſtrain; vix. 


Poſiſcript. 


The Famous City of London 
become an Amſterdam : Se- 
paration from our Churches is 
zuntenanced : Toleration 
1 Cried up. 


The fe 


| 


| 


45 

Tis good for London to be 
another Amſterdam, England 
another Holland: Separation 
from the Church is Not to be 
Diſcountenanced: Tolerati- 
on ought to be cried up. 


foregoing Compariſon being carefully pernſed, I ſhall 
leare it to the Reader to Judge, whether it be not 


pretty 


apparent, that the Diſſenters have Occaſional Principles ( viz. 
Some for Times when they Are, Others for Times when 


they Are Not in Chief 


Authority) as well as Practices; and 


particularly that their ſo much Cried np Charity is (like to 
their Conformity, and) at the upſhot but only 


The Serious Conſideration of theſe Particulars puts me 
in mind of an Excellent Collect (or Short but Compre- 


benſive 
fon hereunto; viz. 


Gram, O Lord, we beſeech thee, that the Courſe of this 
World may be ſo Peaceably ordered by 
that Thy Church may joyfully ſerve thee in all Godly. 


Prayer) of our Church, as a very Proper Conclu- 


Governance , 


Quietnels, thro' Jeſus Chrift aur Lord. Amen. 


17 
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Anſwer to a Late Pamphlet intitul'd, The Kights of the Pre- 
teſtam Diſienters in a Review of their Caſe, 40. Price 15. 

Mr. Mather's Sermon before the Univerſity of Oxfard, 
May 29th, 1705. Publiſht at the Requeſt of the Vice- 

cellor 4:0. Price 6d. - 

Mr. Tilly Aſſize- Sei mon before the Univerlity of Oxford, 
ih 19th, 1705. Price 6d. 3d Edition. 

— his Sermon before the Mayor and Corporation of the 
City of Oxford, Nov. 5th, 1705. Price 64. 2d Edition. 

— his Sermon before the Univerlity of Oxford, Fan. zoth, 
1703, 4. Price 64. 2d Edition. | 

A Letter from a Miniſter of the Church of England to a 
Diſſen: ing Pariſhioner of the Presbyterian Periwaſion, by 
Edward Wells, D. D. late Student of Chriſe-Church , Oxon. 
Price 3d and 20s. per Hundred. 5th Edition. 4 

A True Copy of a Letter lately Written by Mr. Dowley to 
Dr. Wells, together with the Doctor's Anſwer. Price 3d 
and 20s. per Hundred. 2d Edition. 

Some Teſtimonies of the moſt Eminent Engliſh Diſ- 
ſenters, as alſo of Foreign Reformed Churches and Divines, 
concerning the Lawfulneſs of the Rites and Ceremonies of 
the Church of England, and the Unlawfulneis of Sepa- 
rating from Her Communion. By Dr. Wells, 

Dionyſii G-ographia Emendata & Locupletata, Addi- 
tione (cal Goin Hodiernæ Græco Carmine pariter 
donatz, cum 16 Tabulis Geographicis, ab Edw. Wells , 
D. D. Pretium 3s. 6d. | 

Inſtitutio Logicæ ad Communes Uſus accommodata , 
per Joh. Wallis, S. T. D. Geometriæ Profeſſorem Savilia- 
num Oxon. & Societatis Reg. Londini Sodal. Pret. 35. 

M. Tullius Cicero de Oratore. Ex MSS. rocomſuit The. 
Cockman, e Coll. Univ. Editio Secunda. 
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